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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
, - Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )M Responsive to communication(s) filed on 5/5/05 . 
2a)M This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) M Claim(s) 1^3 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) IE C\a\m{s)U3 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner 

10) 13 The drawing(s) filed on 5/5/05 is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) S Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
aM AH b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .M Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1) d Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) O Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 



4) CD Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

6) □ Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTOL-326 (Rev. 1-04) 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

1 . The proposed drawings (figures 12A, 12B, 12C and 12D) filed on May 5, 2005 
are acceptable 

2. The drawings are objected to because figures 1-3, 7, 8 and 14 are not added to 
other English characters set of drawings. Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 
37 CFR 1 .121 (d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the 
application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures 
appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being 
amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as 
"amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be 
removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures must 
be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief description of the several 
views of the drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary 
to show the renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after 
the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top margin as either 
"Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .121(d). If the changes are 
not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of any required 
corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held 
in abeyance. 
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3. Figure s 1-3 should be designated by a legend such as --Prior Art- because only 
that which is old is illustrated. See MPEP § 608.02(g). Corrected drawings in 
compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121 (d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid 
abandonment of the application. The replacement sheet(s) should be labeled 
"Replacement Sheet" in the page header (as per 37 CFR 1.84(c)) so as not to obstruct 
any portion of the drawing figures. If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the 
applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office 
action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

4. The subject matter of this application admits of illustration by a drawing is not in 
coherent with claim 1 to facilitate understanding of the invention. Applicant is required 
to furnish a drawing under 37 CFR 1 .81(c). No new matter may be introduced in the 
required drawing. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an application 
must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

Claim Objections 

5. Claims 1-3 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
Claim 1,13, before "wherein" delete "and". 

Claim 2, line 1, delete "(FES)". 

Claim 2, the parameters "x, r and s" are not defined. 
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Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "the signals" in line 5. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "the same information" in lines 7 and 8. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "the relevant information" in line 11. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 3 recites the limitations "the localisation", "the magnitude", "the time" and 
"the date" in line 2. There is insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the 
claim. 

7. The claims are generally narrative and indefinite, failing to conform with current 
U.S. practice. They appear to be a literal translation into English from a foreign 
document and are replete with grammatical and idiomatic errors. 

Examiner suggests correcting claim 1 as follow: 



Application/Control Number: 10/009,335 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2129 

Lines 3 and 13, delete "these" and insert - - the - -. 

Line 4, delete ", making its" and insert - - for making a - -. 

Line 7, delete ", taking a decision in an independent way" and insert - - for 

independently taking a decision - -. 

Line 8, delete ", and able to explain its" and insert - - and for explaining fuzzy 
expert system - -. 

Line 9, delete "to the events being processed" and insert - - of the events - -. 

Line 10, delete ", constituted of and insert - - formed by - -. 

Line 1 1 , before "extracting" insert - - said neural network is - -. 

Line 13, delete "configure themselves" and insert - - are - -. 

Line 13, after "automatically" insert - - configured - -. 

Line 14, delete "on a database of said events" and insert - - of events in a 

database - -. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

8. Claims 1 -3 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the 
rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action. 

9. The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: The prior art 
Someya et al, U.S. Pat. No. 5267348 teaches fuzzy reasoning of rules for evaluating 
and modifying fuzzy knowledge system. However, the claimed invention teaches a 
neuro-fuzzy classifier for making decision from high level properties of events and lower 
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level parameters extracted from a signal processing and a fuzzy expert network for 
independently taking a decision from information and for explaining the decision to a 
user through rules selected by order of applicability of the events. Therefore, the prior 
art fails to teach or suggest a neuro-fuzzy classifier for making decision from high level 
properties of events and lower level parameters extracted from a signal processing and 
a fuzzy expert network for independently taking a decision from information and for 
explaining the decision to a user through rules selected by order of applicability of the 
events. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later 
than the payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably 
accompany the issue fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on 
' Statement of Reasons for Allowance." 

Conclusion 

10. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-3 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

11. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 



12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to George Davis whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3683. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 10:00 
am to 6:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Anthony Knight, can be reached on (571) 272-3687. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-3800. 



July 19, 2005 



GEORGE B. DAWS' 
PRIMARY PATENT EXAMINER 




